REMARKS 



By the foregoing Amendment, Claims 1-15, 17 and 19-22 and 24-26 have been 
amended. Favorable reconsideration of the application is respectfully requested. 

Claims 13-15, 17 and 24-26 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, 
on the grounds of indefmiteness. Claims 13-15 have been amended to change "second 
panel" to -rear panel-, and Claim 17 has been amended to recite the front panel and 
change "first and second panels" to -front and rear panels--, in accordance with the 
Examiner's suggestion. Claim 24 has been amended to recite "an external defibrillator 
enclosure defining a slot" in order to provide antecedent basis for recitation of "the slot." 
It is therefore believed that the rejection of Claims 13-15, 17 and 24-26 on the grounds of 
indefmiteness can be withdrawn. 

Claims 1-21 and 23-26 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) on the grounds of 
anticipation by Chesley et al., disclosing an automated external defibrillator with an 
electrode package. Claim 1 has been amended to recite "said portion of said electrode 
pad assembly being received in said slot, leaving a part of the electrode pad assembly 
exposed." Claims 7, 12, 19, 20 and 24 have been similarly amended. It is respectfully 
submitted that Chesley et al. does not teach, disclose or suggest a portion of an electrode 
pad assembly received in a slot in an automated external defibrillator, leaving a part of 
the electrode pad assembly exposed, as is claimed. As is pointed out in the specification 
at page 5, lines 8-12, the exposed portion of the electrode pad portion allows for the 
visibility of critical pad information, such as the expiration date, and allows for easy 
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access of the electrode pads during use. As is further explained at page 6, lines 1 1-13, the 
exposed tab 64 provides for easy gripping of the package during removal of the electrode 
pad assembly from the slot. It is therefore respectfully submitted that Claims 1-21 and 
23-26 are novel and inventive over Chesley et al., and that the rejection of Claims 1-21 
and 23-26 on the grounds of anticipation by Chesley et al. should be withdrawn. 

Claims 1-26 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) on the grounds of anticipation 
by Picardo et al., disclosing a cartridge for storing electrode pads with an automated 
external defibrillator. Claim 1 has been amended to recite "said portion of said electrode 
pad assembly being received in said slot, leaving a part of the electrode pad assembly 
exposed. " Claims 7, 12, 19, 20 and 24 have been similarly amended. It is respectfully 
submitted that Picardo et al. does not teach, disclose or suggest a portion of an electrode 
pad assembly received in a slot in an automated external defibrillator, leaving a part of 
the electrode pad assembly exposed, as is claimed. As discussed above, it is respectfully 
submitted that Claims 1-26 are novel and inventive over Picardo et al., and that the 
rejection of Claims 1-26 on the grounds of anticipation by Picardo et al. should be 
withdrawn. 

Claims 1-26 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) on the grounds of anticipation 
by Barkley et al., disclosing an AED with a housing with an electrode compartment. 
Claim 1 has been amended to recite "said portion of said electrode pad assembly being 
received in said slot, leaving a part of the electrode pad assembly exposed." Claims 7, 
12, 19, 20 and 24 have been similarly amended. It is respectfully submitted that Barkley 
et al. does not teach, disclose or suggest a portion of an electrode pad assembly received 
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in a slot in an automated external defibrillator, leaving a part of the electrode pad 
assembly exposed, as is claimed. As discussed above, it is respectfully submitted that 
Claims 1-26 are novel and inventive over Barkley et al., and that the rejection of Claims 
1-26 on the grounds of anticipation by Barkley et al. should be withdrawn. 

Applicant has reviewed the additional prior art made of record and not relied upon, 
and it is believed that the additional prior art made of record and not relied upon is no 
more pertinent than the references actually applied. 

In light of the foregoing amendments and remarks, it is respectfully submitted that 
the application should now be in condition for allowance, and an early favorable action in 
this regard is respectfully requested. 
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